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	Reviewer’s comment
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The study describes the prospects of AI and digital technologies in agri-tech, offering guidance to policymakers, researchers, and agri-tech companies to transform agricultural marketing systems. The results are of practical significance in enhancing transparency, income of farmers, and food security. This renders the paper a groundbreaking and important input to applied research in agriculture.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The existing title is appropriate.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is extensive but it could be improved by giving a brief description of the methodology and highlighting some of the main findings at the end. Such additions will give the readers a better picture of the approach and results of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally sound in terms of design and analysis. However, the inclusion of the first objective on the socio-economic profile of APMC officers seems less relevant to the main theme of grain quality assessment. The paper would be stronger if the focus remained on assessment practices, challenges, and opportunities, with more in-depth discussion of these findings and their policy implications.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are recent and sufficient. However, the inclusion of a few international studies on grain quality assessment technologies would strengthen the global perspective.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The language is generally clear and readable. Minor grammatical refinements are needed, especially in the discussion and conclusion sections, where sentences could be made more concise.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The tables are informative, but they require more narrative explanation in the text. For example, Table 2 could be described with a focus on why 96.7% of respondents continue to use visual inspection (there is a slight mistake in the table itself). Similarly, the conclusion should be aligned more with policy implications and practical recommendations for APMCs and government agencies. 
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	


Reviewer details:

P. Manimalathi, Sri Ramakrishna College of Arts & Science, India

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

